INTRODUCTION
A new subgenus of the genus Otiorhynchus GERMAR, 1822 is proposed. Although this genus is divided into more than 100 subgenera, and it would be highly desirable to reduce, not increase the number of its subordinate units, it is still necessary to establish further new subgenera (DAVIDIAN & SAVITSKY 2006; ALONSO-ZARAZAGA 2013 in MAGNANO & ALONSO-ZARAZAGA 2013 . Furthermore, three new species from the eastern Mediterranean region are described -one placed in the subgenus Podonebistus REITTER, 1912 and the other two in the subgenus Choilisanus REITTER, 1912 . The latter group is well represented in the eastern Mediterranean; two new species have recently been described from westernmost Turkey (DAVIDIAN & KESKIN 2010; DAVIDIAN & GÜLTEKIN 2015) . Figs 1-2. Otiorhynchus (Podonebistus) trichopterus: 1. habitus; 2. spermatheca.
Diagnosis
At first glance the new species ( Fig. 1 ) differs from all other species of Podonebistus in the very long, subperpendicular setae on the elytra, prothorax, legs and antennae except for the tarsi and club; exceptionally slender antennae; all the femora are unarmed. O. nefandus FAUST, 1888 is similar to the new species in having indistinctly toothed femora, but it differs from O. trichopterus sp. n. (except for the lack of subperpendicular long setae) in the larger elytral strial punctures, and the much shorter antennal club with the first segment subspherical). Despite its strange appearance, O. trichopterus is nevertheless a typical representative of one of main lineages within Podonebistus, owing to other phylogenetically significant characters: structure of head with rostrum, feminine genitalia (the male of O. trichopterus remains unknown), pronotum, antennal club, 5 th ventrite, as well as the sculpture of the elytra and ventrites.
Description (female)
Body length 5.9-8.3 mm; entirely black; legs and antennae dark brown, tarsi and spines along ventral margins of tibiae much lighter in colour.
Head relatively narrow, at sides almost linearly tapered together with basal part of rostrum to hind margins of pterygia; covered with minute punctures, interstices with unclear microsculpture, shining; vestiture consists of recumbent, long, rather sparse, light brown hair-like scales directed to central point far behind frons fovea; frons fovea several times larger than surrounding punctation, deep, distinctly elongate, situated at midlength of interocular area; eyes situated clearly below frons level, moderately large, 1.25 × narrower than frons, almost flat, slightly projecting; temples subequally long as longitudinal diameter of eye. Rostrum slightly elongate; pterygia weakly projecting, strongly distant from anterior margins of epistome; anterior part of dorsal wall (anteriad of antennal insertion) narrow, subparallelsided, somewhat divergent anteriad; epistome weakly expressed; hind part of dorsal wall (between frons and antennal insertions) weakly divergent backwardly, confluently separated from frons, covered with irregular, dense punctation, matt and with rather long, recumbent and weakly raised, brown-grey hair-like scales directed towards median keel and somewhat backwards; median keel well developed. Antennae exceptionally slender, all funicular segments strongly elongate; scape straight, covered with sparse, recumbent, narrow scales and with long, strongly semiprotruding setae, only apical portion thickened; club much broader than funicle, 2.25 × longer than wide, as long as 3.5 distal funicular segments combined, sutures between segments well expressed, strongly asymmetrical. Prothorax small, 1.15 × broader than long, much narrower than elytra, broadest at midlength, at sides weakly arcuate; disc covered with dense, coarse punctation, vestiture consists of recumbent, brown-grey, long, thin scales, and weakly raised, sparse, brown hairs; scales directed towards central point located somewhat behind centre of disc. Elytra almost 1.4 × longer than wide; weakly expanded at shoulders, broadest at middle; base only slightly elevate; sides regularly arcuate, apical portion narrowly tapered; in lateral view weakly, regularly convex, apical declivity weakly convex, disc distinctly flattened; striae not impressed, punctures large, deep, funnel-like, with completely unclear margins, rather sparsely distributed; in apical portion punctures strikingly smaller, within well impressed furrows; interstices (in basal half of elytra) somewhat narrower than striae, somewhat uneven, covered with sparse, minute tubercles and with single row of long setae, longer than width of interstices, subperpendicular, slightly arcuate, interspaces subequally long as length of setae, moreover with recumbent, brown and grey scales variable in size arranged into irregular, sparse maculation; largest true scales rather broad, elongate oval; outer interstices instead of subperpendicular setae, with weakly elevated clearly arcuate, elongate scales.
Legs slender; all femora unarmed; tibiae covered with small, slightly raised, arcuate hairs and with setae subequally long as tibial width, subperpendicular on dorsal and lateral margins, interspaces somewhat shorter than length of setae; fore tibia straight, ventral margin with long, light-brown spines and short, semiprotruding hairs; mucro large; fore coxae clearly approaching anterior margin of prothorax; hind corbels with two small spurs; tarsi long, slender, second segment subisodiametric; onychium slender, its projecting portion about as long as third segment, distinctly longer in hind tarsi; claws large.
Ventral part of body sparsely covered with somewhat elevated hairs; ventrites 1 and 2 in males barely impressed on middle and a trifle more coarsely punctured that the quite flat ones of females, anal ventrite regularly rounded, 1.55 × broader than long, covered with irregular in size, rather sparse puncturation and characteristic microsculpture, around entire margin slightly impressed. Spermatheca ( Fig. 2 ) with distinctly inflated corpus, small, broad ramus and minute, distinctly curved nodulus. Spiculum ventrale with wide, strongly sclerotized arms of margo basalis.
Distribution
The species is so far known exclusively from Crete and is most probably endemic to this island.
Subgenus Podonebistus REITTER, 1912 (type species Otiorhynchus prolongatus STIERLIN, 1861)
Diagnostic description
All species here attributed to the newly erected subgenus are currently placed (MAGNANO & ALONSO-ZARAZAGA, 2013) in the subgenus Podonebistus (type species Otiorhynchus prolongatus STIERLIN, 1861). However, the new subgenus differs from Podonebistus in the following characters (character states pertaining to Podonebistus in parentheses): dorsal wall of rostrum very narrow, strikingly, about 3 × narrower than frons (Fig. 3) , its anterior portion, distad of antennal insertions, strongly divergent anteriad (dorsal wall broad, only slightly narrower than frons, its anterior part only moderately divergent distad); hind part narrow, at antennal insertions ca 2.85 × narrower than pterygial span, ca 1.65 × than frons (2.5 × and 1.2 × respectively, see Fig. 4 of O. jovis MILLER, 1862), clearly convex both transversally and longitudinally, with well-developed median keel, rather sharply separated from frons (flat, with unclear trace of median keel, weakly separated from frons); elytral apex not modified, Fig. 5 (apex of elytra extended into horizontal flat process strongly at angle to adjacent surface of elytra, Fig. 6 ); fore coxae subcentral, sternellum flat, invisible in lateral view (fore coxae strongly approximated to anterior margin of prothorax, sternellum large, strongly convex, well visible in side view); first ventral suture between first two ventrites well developed along its entire length (weakly developed in middle, superficial); fore femora, even though much bigger than remaining ones, not enlarged to such a degree as in Podonebistus, maximum height of femur much less than twice as broad as minimum width of femur between knee-lobe and swollen part of the femur (maximum height of fore femur much than 2 x wider than minimum height of its distal portion); femora with minute, occasionally unclear teeth (tooth of fore femur usually well developed, predominantly complex); presence of minute tibial spurs (spurs not developed); antennae usually stouter, especially scape; median lobe of aedeagus (Figs. 7, 9 ) very slender, more than 4 × longer than broad (2.5-3.6 ×; Figs. 8, 10), subequally long as apophyses, merely 2.8 × wider than thick, top of apex in lateral view uniformly thin (distinctly swollen); transfer apparatus small, located far from basal part of projecting portion of endophallus, Fig. 7 (large, rather complex, situated at basal portion of projecting portion of endophallus, Fig. 5 ). Owing to the large number of phylogenetically relevant characters developed in different ways in the two groups, their status of distinct subgenera is beyond all doubt. Apart from morphological evidence, the two groups differ from each other in their type of distribution: Podonebistus can be considered a circumaegean lineage (mainly Greece and westernmost Asia Minor, whereas Podorhynchus comprises species distributed in the eastern part of the Black Sea basin. The holotype of O. cylindricus differs from O. korotyaevi (character states pertaining to this species in parentheses) in: antennal scape more slender; dorsal margin of fore tibia straight along its whole length (apical portion of dorsal margin clearly curved ventrad; median keel of rostrum lower, dorsal wall of rostrum less convex transversally, weaker at angle to frons; both head and rostrum less elongate; transfer apparatus situated in middle of distal half of aedeagal apophyses (slightly distad of apophyseal midlength). (2010) 
Etymology

Diagnosis
The new species (Fig. 11) differs from the great majority of congeners in its smaller body size; moreover, it differs from O. balcanicus STIERLIN, 1861 , O. leuthneri SMRECZYŃSKI, 1977 and O. ege DAVIDIAN & GÜLTEKIN, 2015 in the only indistinctly asymmetrical epistome; from O. megareoides SMRECZYŃSKI, 1977 in the more elongated elytra and the first funicular segment much longer than the second (in O. megareoides the first two funicular segments are subequally long). O. granicus sp. n. (Fig. 11) is very similar to O. idhaeus sp. n. (Fig. 13) ; for the differences between these species, see the diagnosis of the latter.
Description (male)
Body length 4.7-5.8 mm (holotype 4.7 mm); entirely dark brown. Head together with basal part of rostrum conically tapered; temple subequally long as eye diameter; frons fovea situated in hind portion of interocular area; eyes moderately big, 1.7 × shorter than frons, somewhat elongate, distinctly convex, well impressed into head, not at all projecting, located well below frons level.
Figs 11, 12. 11. Otiorhynchus (Choilisanus) granicus sp. n., habitus; 12. O. (C.) granicus sp. n., aedeagus dorsal view. Rostrum 1.25 × broader than long; pterygia large, strongly projecting; scrobes large, its anterior margins slightly excised; hind part of dorsal wall (behind antennal insertion) of rostrum subparallelsided, covered with short, recumbent brown hair-like scales, median keel well developed; lateral margins sharply defined along anterior half, posteriorly well, but less sharply expressed; anterior part of rostrum dorsum rather strongly divergent anteriad, covered with dense, big punctation and sparse, brown, recumbent hair-like scales; epistome almost symmetrically triangular, strongly hollowed, lateral keels well developed, thin; the left keel clearly less convex, indistinctly more arcuately approaching margin of scrobes; epistomal setae complete (well developed along whole basal half of lateral keels of epistome), long.
Antennae moderately slender, scape straight, weakly gradually expanding apicad; first funicular segment 3 × longer than broad, almost cylindrical, 1.5 × longer than next segment; second segment twice as long as broad; third segment slightly elongate; segments 4-6 isodiametric; last segment broader than remaining ones, rather weakly transverse; club elongate, 2.35 × longer than wide, as long as 3 distal funicular segments combined, as wide as scape.
Prothorax slightly transverse; pronotum evenly rather weakly convex longitudinally, moderately transversally; at sides moderately, evenly arcuate, broadest in middle; disc covered with moderately dense tubercles well separated from each other, distinctly convex, somewhat flattened with rather big apical puncture; latero-ventral portions covered with much less convex, bigger tubercles. Elytra 1.3 × longer than wide, moderately arcuate, broadest slightly in front of midlength, apical part rather narrowly rounded; in lateral view weakly, evenly convex; apical declivity weakly convex, only close to apex perpendicular; interstices flat, 1.5 × broader than striae, covered with irregular microrugosity (outer interstices with weakly convex tubercles), shining, and with light-brown, rather sparse, recumbent or indistinctly elevated, arcuate hair-like scales. Legs. Femora unarmed, covered with recumbent, moderately dense grey hairs; tibiae with minute mucro obscured by apical tuft of hairs; hind tibiae with two spurs; tarsi small, second joint subtriangular, subisodiametric.
Ventral portion of the body with moderately coarse, rather dense puncturation and with moderately dense, semierect hair-like scales; terminal ventrite flat, slightly convex basally, twice as broad as long.
Females differ indistinctly from males in slightly larger body; elytra somewhat broader, stronger expanded at shoulders, more broadly rounded at apex; first two ventrites not impressed; tarsi indistinctly more slender.
Ecology
All specimens were sifted at ca 1200 m amsl from ground litter under undetermined species of Astragalus LINNAEUS, 1753.
Etymology
The name (noun in apposition) is derived from the ancient River Granicus (today the Biga Çayı) in north-western Turkey, not far from ancient Troy, the site of the Battle of the River Granicus in May 334 BC between Alexander the Great and the Persian Empire. 
Diagnostic description
The new species (Fig. 13) is very similar to Otiorhynchus granicus sp. n. (character states pertinent to this species in parentheses) and differs from it in the following rather subtle characters: shorter, stouter rostrum; anterior part of rostrum dorsum more strongly divergent; hind part of rostrum dorsum distinctly convex longitudinally, with lateral margins well expressed, in the form of sharp, keel-like edges strongly converging towards frons (hind part of rostrum dorsum flat, lateral margins less developed, subparallel to each other); anterior margins of pterygia distinctly oblique to longitudinal body axis (nearly perpendicular); pronotum slightly broader, 1.35 x narrower than elytra (1.4 ×); pronotal tubercles smaller, more flattened, denser; elytra less arcuate at sides, apical portion broader, rounded, in lateral view less regularly convex; hind tibiae with single spur; suture between first and second ventrite much less pronounced, in its middle portion in the form of thin, superficial line.
Aedeagus (Fig. 14) less tapered apicad: basal width 1.25 × broader than subapical portion (1.4 ×); endophallic structures show minute, practically indescribable differences owing to their vagueness (compare Figs. 7 and 9 ).
